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REP 1001 (SEQ ID NO : 1) vs HSV-1 
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FIG. 1a 

REP 2001 (SEQ ID NO: 2) vs HSV-1 
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REP 3007 (SEQ ID NO: 3) vs HSV-1 
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REP 2001 (SEQ ID NO: 2) vs HSV-1 



120 



FIG. 3a 



y = -58,318x + 56.169 
R 2 = 0.9801 
IC50 = 1.27uM 
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REP 2002 vs HSV-1 



FIG. 3b 
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REP 2003 vs HSV-1 



FIG. 3c 
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REP 2004 vs HSV-1 



FIG. 3d 




-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 
log [drug] (uM) 



Repiacement Sheet 



REP 2016 (SEQ ID NO: 4) vs HSV-1 
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REP 2017 (SEQ ID NO: 5) vs HSV-1 
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REP 2018 (SEQ ID NO: 6) vs HSV-1 
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REP 2019 (SEQ ID NO: 7) vs HSV-1 



ay 

in 
a> 

CT 

_ro 
o_ 

o 



120 
100 

f 80 
£ 60 
S 40 
§ 20 

0 



> Jg 



-1 



120 -I 

100 - 
80 - 
60 - 
40 - 
20 - 
0 - 



i 



-0.5 



0 5 



1.5 



-1 



log [drug] (uM) 

FIG. 8g 

REP 2020 (SEQ ID NO: 8) vs HSV-1 



y =-41. 948x +47.153 

R 2 = 0 9754 
IC50=0.85uM 
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REP 2121 {SEQ ID NO: 9) vs HSV^1 
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Rep 1001 (SEQ ID NO: 1) vs HSV-2 
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REP 2001 (SEQ ID NO: 2) vs HSV-2 
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REP 3007 (SEQ ID NO: 3) vs HSV-2 
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REP 2001 (SEQ ID NO: 2) vs HSV-2 



y --61.449X + 28.078 
R 2 = 0.9625 

IC50 a 0.439 uM 
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REP 2002 vs HSV-2 
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REP 2007 vs CMV 
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REP 2036 (Vitravene; SEQ ID NO: 10) vs CMV 
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REP 2036 (commercial Vitravene; SEQ ID NO: 1) vs CMV 
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REP 2017U ds (SEQ ID NO: 5} 

REP 2017U ds (SEQ ID NO: 5} + HIV 
REP 2017U ds (SEQ ID NO: 5) + HSV 
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55 

CO 

CO REP 2017 ds (SEQ ID NO: 5) 

REP 2017 ds (SEQ ID NO: 5) + HIV 
REP 2017 ds {SEQ ID NO: 5) + HSV 




Rep 2017 ss (SEQ ID NO: 5) 
REP 2017 ss (SEQ ID NO: 5) + HIV 
REP 2017 ss (SEQ ID NO: 5} + HSV 



Replacement Sheet 



Sequence composition vs lysate binding (HS V-1 } 
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SEQUENCE COMPOSITION VS ANTf-HSV 
EFFICACY 
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Effect of sequence composition on efficiacy 
against HSV-1 
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